=========================================================================
Date:         Thu, 1 Dec 1994 09:15:41 -0600
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Doug Hesse <ddhesse@RS6000.CMP.ILSTU.EDU>
Subject:      Re: wpa tenure guidelines
 
>I know this question has come up before.  Sorry.  I think Rich, you,
>mentioned an article arguing for in-house publications to count for
>research.  Where is it? Is there other info out there to persuade
>tenure committees that administration is something other than
>simply service?
 
Allene,
 
You might see "The Portland Resolution:  Council of Writing Program
Administrators Guidelines for WPA Positions."  WPA 16 (Fall/Winter 1992):
88-94.
 
I'm currently having that resolution reprinted in a brochure format.  It
gives a comprehensive outline of WPA's frequent jobs.  For more information
contact Christine Hult at Utah State.
 
Doug Hesse        Director of Writing Programs
4240 English Dept., Illinois State U, Normal, IL 61790-4240
ddhesse@ilstu.edu  (voice:  309-438-7596)
=========================================================================
Date:         Thu, 1 Dec 1994 08:56:06 -0600
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Irv Peckham <peckham@CWIS.UNOMAHA.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Plagiarism and Academic Honesty
In-Reply-To:  <01HK3XRJ8X44003FLK@crcvms.unl.edu>
 
With my rose-colored glasses on again: I think phrasing the problem
within the honesty/dishonesty binary isn't very helpful--and perhaps
insulting to students.  The problem seems more complicated, having to
do w/ language usage, knowledge of conventions, lack of skills,
uncertainty of audience and purpose, ignorance of research strategies,
not knowing how to use writing to explore, thinking its only to report,
stuff like that.  I'm very uneasy with using tools that "catch them."
Irv
 
Irvin Peckham
University of Nebraska at Omaha
peckham@unomaha.edu
=========================================================================
Date:         Thu, 1 Dec 1994 09:07:09 -0600
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Irv Peckham <peckham@CWIS.UNOMAHA.EDU>
Subject:      Re: CLOZE for plagiairsim control?
In-Reply-To:  <01HK42895CZU003FLK@crcvms.unl.edu>
 
Allene:
I thought that ws a pretty good script.  Thanks.
Irv
 
Irvin Peckham
University of Nebraska at Omaha
peckham@unomaha.edu
=========================================================================
Date:         Thu, 1 Dec 1994 08:49:37 -0600
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Christine Hult <FAHULT@USU.BITNET>
Subject:      Re: wpa tenure guidelines
 
Doug & Allene, I just finished writing a chapter for an upcoming book edited
by Joe Janangelo and Kris Hanson for Boynton Cook.  My chapter is called THE
SCHOLARSHIP OF ADMINISTRATION.  I'm not sure when the book will be out (Kris?)
but I'm happy to share the chapter if anyone is interested in a preview.
Christine Hult
=========================================================================
Date:         Mon, 1 Dec 1919 94:11:00 LCL
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         "Musgrove, Laurence E." <LEMUSGRO.UCS@SMTP.USI.EDU>
Subject:      Part-time issues
 
As a wpa, I'm also on faculty senate this year, and we're discussing
part-time faculty issues.  Consequently, I would like to survey other
wpa's to discover (a) to what degree they are dependent upon part-time
faculty to teach first-year comp (what percentage?), (b) what part-time
pay is per credit hour, and (c) if part-time faculty receive any other
kinds of benefits.  I'm particularly interested in hearing from wpa folks
in Indiana, but come one come all.
 
 
 
Thanks,
 
 
 
Laurence E. Musgrove
 
Director of Composition
 
Department of English
 
University of Southern Indiana
 
(812) 465-7143
 
lemusgro.ucs@smtp.usi.edu
=========================================================================
Date:         Mon, 1 Dec 1919 94:11:00 LCL
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         "Musgrove, Laurence E." <LEMUSGRO.UCS@SMTP.USI.EDU>
Subject:      Still subscribing?
 
My school has recently installed a new email system, and I haven't been
receiving any of my usual WPA messages.  Do I still have an off-ramp?
"Tommy, can you hear me?"
 
 
 
Laurence E. Musgrove
 
Director of Composition
 
Department of English
 
University of Southern Indiana
 
(812) 465-7143
 
lemusgro.ucs@smtp.usi.edu
=========================================================================
Date:         Thu, 1 Dec 1994 14:08:07 -0500
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Duane Roen <dhroen@MAILBOX.SYR.EDU>
Subject:      Re: wpa tenure guidelines
 
Christine,
I'd be very interested in previewing your chapter, "The Scholarship of
Administration."  I'm working on a similar piece; I'd love to quote and
cite your chapter--if that's okay.
Regards,
Duane
 
Duane H. Roen
The Writing Program
239 H.B. Crouse Hall
Syracuse University
Syracuse, NY  13244-1160
 
(315) 443-1229 (office)
(315) 443-1220 (fax)
dhroen@mailbox.syr.edu
 
111 Berkeley Drive
Syracuse, NY  13210-3037
(315) 476-6734
=========================================================================
Date:         Thu, 1 Dec 1994 13:13:41 -0500
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Bill Condon <bcondon@UMICH.EDU>
Subject:      Re: plagiarism control? and more
 
This discussion is whizzing along as if the only real issues involved were
honesty and awareness, as if, once any honest student was AWARE of the
mechanics of quoting and attributing, s/he'd naturally conform to
"standard" practice.
 
I put "standard" in quotes because this whole issue is also complicated
culturally.  Most of the people in this world live in cultures where one
cannot plagiarize, because the concept does not exist.  In a few cultures,
what we'd call plagiarism is actually considered a compliment--and the
writer would be graded UP for being so intelligent and using such an
effective strategy.
 
Cultural differences over the nature and value of originality ahve resulted
in a lot of misunderstandings and embarassment for international
students--not to mention a volume of the GATT agreement.
 
Just another consideration.
Bill
 
 
 
 
Bill Condon, Acting Director                      Phone:  313-764-9961
English Composition Board                         e-mail:  bcondon@umich.edu
1025 Angell Hall                                  FAX:  313-763-0937
University of Michigan 48109
=========================================================================
Date:         Thu, 1 Dec 1994 15:04:42 EST
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Elizabeth Hodges <ehodges@HIBBS.VCU.EDU>
Subject:      Re: wpa tenure guidelines
In-Reply-To:  <no.id>; from "Christine Hult" at Dec 1, 94 8:49 am
 
Christine--I, too, would be very interested in previewing your chapter.
Right now, I am going through the tenure process and reading anything I can
that bolsters my argument that administration of composition programs and
undergraduate writing programs is both scholarship and teaching.
 
Elizabeth HOdges
Department of English
Box 842005
Virginia Commonwealth University
Richmond, VA  23284-2005
 
Thanks.
=========================================================================
Date:         Thu, 1 Dec 1994 14:22:00 CST
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         JEANETTE HARRIS <JEANETTE_HARRIS@BULL.CC.USM.EDU>
Subject:      Breaking the law?
 
I was just told by one of my colleagues that our university lawyer
said it was against the law for students to read one another's
papers because written work is a form of permanent records.  Has
anyone else heard anything like this?  I hesitate to contact our
lawyer because I don't want him to know that we are routinely
breaking the law in freshman comp, but I'd like to know if others
have encountered this particular interpretation of students' right
to confidentiality.
Jeanette Harris
=========================================================================
Date:         Thu, 1 Dec 1994 14:36:34 -0600
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Linda Hunter <huntl@STOLAF.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Breaking the law?
In-Reply-To:  <199412012032.OAA00750@nic.stolaf.edu>
 
I would think that the law would distinguish between students reading one
another's papers without permission and with it. How are you breaking the
law in freshman comp?  Do students give permission for another student to
read their papers?
 
Linda Hunter
St. Olaf College
Northfield, MN
 
On Thu, 1 Dec 1994, JEANETTE HARRIS wrote:
 
> I was just told by one of my colleagues that our university lawyer
> said it was against the law for students to read one another's
> papers because written work is a form of permanent records.  Has
> anyone else heard anything like this?  I hesitate to contact our
> lawyer because I don't want him to know that we are routinely
> breaking the law in freshman comp, but I'd like to know if others
> have encountered this particular interpretation of students' right
> to confidentiality.
> Jeanette Harris
>
=========================================================================
Date:         Thu, 1 Dec 1994 16:55:53 -0600
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Doug Hesse <ddhesse@RS6000.CMP.ILSTU.EDU>
Subject:      Re: plagiarism control? and more
 
Bill Condon,
 
Well said.
 
Doug Hesse
 
Doug Hesse        Director of Writing Programs
4240 English Dept., Illinois State U, Normal, IL 61790-4240
ddhesse@ilstu.edu  (voice:  309-438-7596)
=========================================================================
Date:         Thu, 1 Dec 1994 16:52:41 -0500
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Ben Reynolds <Ben.Reynolds@JHU.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Breaking the law?
 
Do not worry.  We deal with confidentiality issues here all the time, and
I am 90% certain that your colleague is wrong.  The issue is
one of records kept by the college.  Transcripts, incident reports, medical
histories, that kind of stuff.  If your college maintains a record on each
student, and only if part of that record is the stuff the students are
reading do confidentiality laws apply.
 
Jeanette, I also think your reason for hesitating is misguided.
Lawyers, like accountants and supervisors, are sympathetic to almost every
situation _except_ when they've been intentionally kept in the dark.
Because your counsel will have to defend your actions if somebody
sues, you should speak with the counsel asap.  Just tell him it's s.o.p. all
over the country and you learned to do it in school.
 
In Message  Thu, 1 Dec 1994 15:22:00 -0500,
   JEANETTE HARRIS <JEANETTE_HARRIS@BULL.CC.USM.EDU> writes:
 
>I was just told by one of my colleagues that our university lawyer
>said it was against the law for students to read one another's
 
>papers because written work is a form of permanent records.  Has
 
>anyone else heard anything like this?  I hesitate to contact our
>lawyer because I don't want him to know that we are routinely
>breaking the law in freshman comp, but I'd like to know if others
 
>have encountered this particular interpretation of students' right
 
>to confidentiality.
>Jeanette Harris
Ben Reynolds     Ben.Reynolds@JHU.EDU
                 EWT2@JHUnix.hcf.jhu.edu   Voice   (410) 516-0161
Coordinator, Academic Programs             FAX     (410) 516-0804/0200
Center for Talented Youth               The Johns Hopkins University
3400 N. Charles St.                     Baltimore, MD 21218  USA
=========================================================================
Date:         Thu, 1 Dec 1994 15:30:55 -0600
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Christine Hult <FAHULT@USU.BITNET>
Subject:      Re: wpa tenure guidelines
 
Duane:  I'm happy to share a copy with you. I'll ship it off post haste.
Would also be interested to see what you're working on, too.  CH
=========================================================================
Date:         Thu, 1 Dec 1994 16:45:49 -0700
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         "David E. Schwalm" <IACDES@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Subject:      Re: Plagiarism and Academic Honesty
 
Irv, SOMETIMES inappropriate reliance on the language of others has to do with
lack of knowledge of conventions, lack of skills, lack of understanding of
research etc. But SOMETIMES (all too often) it is a matter or academic honesty
or dishonesty. And I don't think it's all that hard to tell the difference. In
either case it can be a learning experience. In either case, it is probably
useful to be able to establish the extent of a student's dependence on the
work of others. It is then possible to examine the type and nature of the
dependence and work back to the cause. We always need to be wary of blaming
the victim, but it is possible to see anyone as a victim if we view his/her
actions in a large enough context--i.e. the insensitivity of the university to
the needs of students fosters the cynical attitudes that allow students to see
nothing wrong with cheating. There must be a law of proximal context?
 
-- David E. Schwalm, Vice Provost for Academic Programs
___Arizona State University West
___4701 West Thunderbird Rd.
___Phoenix, AZ 85069-7100___(602) 543-4500__IACDES@ASUACAD
=========================================================================
Date:         Thu, 1 Dec 1994 17:52:48 -0600
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Deborah Holdstein <gas54r0@UXA.ECN.BGU.EDU>
Subject:      Re: wpa tenure guidelines
In-Reply-To:  <199412012237.AA22550@uxa.ecn.bgu.edu>
 
On Thu, 1 Dec 1994, Christine Hult wrote:
 
> Duane:  I'm happy to share a copy with you. I'll ship it off post haste.
> Would also be interested to see what you're working on, too.  CH
>
Hey, Chris: while you're at it, send me one!
 
Thanks!
 
Debbie Holdstein
Governors State University
University Park, Il 60466
=========================================================================
Date:         Thu, 1 Dec 1994 19:56:57 -0400
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         "RICH BULLOCK,ENGLISH DEPT,WRIGHT ST.U,
              DAYTON 45435" <RBULLOCK@DESIRE.WRIGHT.EDU>
Subject:      Re: wpa tenure guidelines
 
Allene,
 
I'm referring to my essay in WPA in 1987 (I think), "The WPA as Performance
Artist."  In my own (successful) tenure case at Northeastern, I argued from
that standpoint and presented a refereed (e.g., WPA Consultant-Evaluators)
evaluation of my work as a WPA as part of my tenure documents.  I pointed
out that over 1/3 of my work load was spent as a WPA, more if teaching first-
year courses is included, and that I'd been hired to do that extensive "service"
--so it would be inappropriate to dismiss it as the equivalent of serving on
a couple of committees (which I also did, at about twice the rate of the
non-administrator faculty).
 
I recently served as a referee for two WPAs and was asked to focus on their
work as WPAs, based on their self-studies, descriptions of their programs,
course descriptions and syllabi, in-house publications, and so on, in addition
to their WPA-related "real" (and I use the term advisedly) publications.  You
might start plumping for such referees to be included among your outside
people if that's how you do that in your tenure procedures--and (in your
ample spare time, of course) document rationales for the things you do in and
to your program (which can also form the heart of periodic reports to your
dean and other interested people whose favor it can't hurt to curry).  Good
luck!
 
Rich Bullock
=========================================================================
Date:         Thu, 1 Dec 1994 23:00:04 -0500
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Bill Condon <bcondon@UMICH.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Breaking the law?
 
>I was just told by one of my colleagues that our university lawyer
>said it was against the law for students to read one another's
>papers because written work is a form of permanent records.  Has
>anyone else heard anything like this?  I hesitate to contact our
>lawyer because I don't want him to know that we are routinely
>breaking the law in freshman comp, but I'd like to know if others
>have encountered this particular interpretation of students' right
>to confidentiality.
>Jeanette Harris
 
I've encountered nothing like this, Jeanette, though I suspect your lawyers
are misreading the laws.  BTW, our own judicial code states that a student
can be expelled for revising a graded paper and resubmitting it for a
grade.  No one on the committee that wrote the code thought about the
common practices in writing and writing-intensive courses.  They've gone
back to the drawing board for a new wording.
 
Bill
 
 
 
Bill Condon, Acting Director                         bcondon@umich.edu
English Composition Board                            Phone:  313-764-9961
1025 Angell Hall                                     FAX:  313-763-0937
University of Michigan
Ann Arbor, MI 48109
                      **Please note new e-mail address**
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 2 Dec 1994 04:59:30 -0400
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         "Becky Howard, Department of Interdisciplinary Writing,
              Colgate University" <BHOWARD@CENTER.COLGATE.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Breaking the law?
 
Jeanette, surely your colleague is referring to the Buckley Amendment, which
does provide for confidentiality in student records.  One can't, for
example, post grades, even if they are coded, or leave piles of papers in a
box in the hall.  But I've never heard of Buckley's prohibiting peer response!
That's a whole new spin--and an implausible one.
 
Becky Howard
Department of Interdisciplinary Writing
Colgate University
Hamilton, New York 13346
Phone (315) 824-7315 (O);  (315) 691-5116 (H)
FAX (315) 824-7121
BHOWARD@CENTER.COLGATE.EDU
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 2 Dec 1994 06:01:28 -0400
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         "Becky Howard, Department of Interdisciplinary Writing,
              Colgate University" <BHOWARD@CENTER.COLGATE.EDU>
Subject:      Plagiarism regulations
 
If I may, I'd like to put a new spin on the conversation:  to what extent is
authorial intention part of the definition & adjudication of plagiarism at list
members' universities?  I'd like to make *definition* and *adjudication*
separable issues.  It's my impression that colleges' written regulations on
plagiarism tend to *define* plagiarism in strictly formalist terms--textual
features only;  but that in the *adjudication* of plagiarism, authorial
intention comes into play (students who intended to plagiarize get stiffer
penalties).
 
Becky Howard
Department of Interdisciplinary Writing
Colgate University
Hamilton, New York 13346
Phone (315) 824-7315 (O);  (315) 691-5116 (H)
FAX (315) 824-7121
BHOWARD@CENTER.COLGATE.EDU
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 2 Dec 1994 08:27:54 -0500
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Richard Long <RLONG@UBVMS.BITNET>
Organization: University at Buffalo
Subject:      Re: Breaking the law?
 
Hi Jeanette,
 
I'd hate to think that the confidentiality law applies to student papers,
yet your question raises another issue: by requiring students to read
one another's papers are we forcing them to do something that they
otherwise wouldn't do? Are we forcing them to say something in such
a way, a way that would differ if they were not required to write
publicly, by requiring that pass papers among themselves? I've seen
situations where writers clam up, lose their voices, their sincerity,
their honest relationship with their subject when they know that
someone else in the class will be reading what they write. Maybe one
could say that these students should then consider their audience, the
class, and write with it in mind, but perhaps, too, the subject requires
an audience other than the class. Just musing.
 
Richard Long
------------
rlong@ubvms.cc.buffalo.edu
---------------------------
Daemen College
---------------
Amherst, NY
------------
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 2 Dec 1994 08:36:40 -0600
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Joan Livingston-Webber <webber@CWIS.UNOMAHA.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Evaluation Questions
In-Reply-To:  <01HK4JM0BO4S0037ES@crcvms.unl.edu> from "Automatic digest
              processor" at Dec 1, 94 00:00:49 am
 
I add two questions to our multiple choice ten which are
required.  One asks, if you could keep only one element of
this course, what would it be & why?  And if you could eliminate
only one element of this course, what would it be & why?  Sometimes,
I get responses I could quote in a merit or retention or
whatever file.  But I use these questions because they are really
the most helpful for me in revising my courses.  I dropped
one assignment like a hot potato when many students wanted
it dropped because of untenable positions it had put them in.
(it was a linguistics assignment--Elaine Chaika's on persistent
complimenting, if you're interested.)  One articulate student
can often make really good suggestions.  The questions are a
kind of forced choice.  The word "element" is chosen so that they
can address anything--a text, an assignment, a teaching method,
whatever.  I've used this now for about 6 years, and I think
my courses have improved richly for it.
--
Joan Livingston-Webber   webber@unomaha.edu
"What gets better is the precision with which we vex each other."
                                                -Clifford Geertz
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 2 Dec 1994 09:50:14 -0500
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Bill Condon <bcondon@UMICH.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Breaking the law?
 
Becky,
Can you tell me more about the Buckley Amendment?  It's a new one on me.
Bill
 
>Jeanette, surely your colleague is referring to the Buckley Amendment, which
>does provide for confidentiality in student records.  One can't, for
>example, post grades, even if they are coded, or leave piles of papers in a
>box in the hall.  But I've never heard of Buckley's prohibiting peer response!
>That's a whole new spin--and an implausible one.
>
>Becky Howard
>Department of Interdisciplinary Writing
>Colgate University
>Hamilton, New York 13346
>Phone (315) 824-7315 (O);  (315) 691-5116 (H)
>FAX (315) 824-7121
>BHOWARD@CENTER.COLGATE.EDU
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 2 Dec 1994 09:21:33 -0600
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         debaron@UIUC.EDU
Subject:      Re: Breaking the law?
 
>Jeanette, surely your colleague is referring to the Buckley Amendment, which
>does provide for confidentiality in student records.  One can't, for
>example, post grades, even if they are coded, or leave piles of papers in a
>box in the hall.  But I've never heard of Buckley's prohibiting peer response!
>That's a whole new spin--and an implausible one.
>
>Becky Howard
 
 
I agree, Becky. A lot like the off the wall responses we've been hearing
about to Prop 187, which with any luck will be declared unconstitutional..
 
Dennis
--
 
Dennis Baron                                             debaron@uiuc.edu
 
Department of English                                   217-333-2392
University of Illinois                                fax: 217-333-4321
608 South Wright Street
Urbana, Illinois 61801
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 2 Dec 1994 09:21:39 -0600
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         debaron@UIUC.EDU
Subject:      Re: Plagiarism regulations
 
>If I may, I'd like to put a new spin on the conversation:  to what extent is
>authorial intention part of the definition & adjudication of plagiarism at list
>members' universities?  I'd like to make *definition* and *adjudication*
>separable issues.  It's my impression that colleges' written regulations on
>plagiarism tend to *define* plagiarism in strictly formalist terms--textual
>features only;  but that in the *adjudication* of plagiarism, authorial
>intention comes into play (students who intended to plagiarize get stiffer
>penalties).
>
>Becky Howard
 
Right again, Becky, at least that's how it seems to play out here.  In fact
when TAs come to me with cases they're not sure how to handle the first
thing I try to get them to do is refocus from the technical text-based
definition of plagiarism they have internalized to a situation-based one,
which includes authorial intent (to the extent that a product of new
criticism schooling can find any) as well as how documentation was handled
in the classroom--was it taught, practised, referrred to in passing, and so
on.  Most of the cases I see involve these border areas, where a student
has cited a source initially, then continued to write the rest of the paper
without documenting obvious cites (is this student really pretending the
language is his or her own, or is this a sign of inadequate experience with
the anal retentive discourse community citation practice?).  The obvious
cases of intent to deceive are few and far between in our program, and much
more easily handled because they are so clear cut.  But even here the issue
becomes clouded.  Can it really be that students are paying for rough
drafts as well?  What about annotated bibliographies?  Peer edits?  Geez.
 
Dennis
--
 
Dennis Baron                                             debaron@uiuc.edu
 
Department of English                                   217-333-2392
University of Illinois                                fax: 217-333-4321
608 South Wright Street
Urbana, Illinois 61801
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 2 Dec 1994 10:22:12 -0500
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         00wwnewbold@BSUVC.BSU.EDU
Subject:      Honest Again
 
Bill Condon is absolutely right when he points out the cultural
nature of our standards.  We in program administration have an
obligation to be aware of other attitudes, assumptions, and
values that could cause misunderstandings among our students and
teachers.  But in our case, students from these backgrounds make
up a small fraction of Writing Program students overall.  The
large majority have grown up in our general culture and in our
educational system, and they know the ropes, or should.
 
Although the concept of academic honesty I shared earlier seems
to have fallen on stony ground, I stand by it as a guiding
principle within which practices such as plagiarism or "cheating
on tests" can be considered.  What I perhaps might have
communicated better was that "honesty" includes--begins with--us
as teachers and administrators.  We have the responsibility to
teach students the fundamental processes, and values, inherent in
the academy; we are responsible for making sure they have
opportunity to learn how others' discourse can and should be
included in their own.  And, like it or not, we in public
education especially have the responsibility to affirm that those
students passing our classes have understood basic tenants of
academic literacy and have demonstrated that they can apply them.
If WE live up to our responsibilities, we have the right to
expect students to do the same; and in my mind, that includes
being honest and accurate about the texts they are submitting to
us.  In cases where students have intentionally offered a
purchased or copied text as solely their work, we have the right
and duty to impose some kind of sanctions.
 
I would also agree with Allene Cooper and others, however, that
we must be extremely careful about the P word and about making
ill-founded accusations.  In my experience, most instances of
non-acknowledgement of sources represents a learning failure
somewhere; the writer just hasn't done enough preparation, not
gotten enough practice, maybe not received enough instruction, to
work successfully within academic conventions.  In these cases, I
feel I have to proceed in response to the individual merits (or
demerits) of the case and make the best judgment I can.
 
 
///////////////////////////////
Web Newbold                   /
Director, The Writing Program /
Department of English         /
Ball State University         /
Muncie, Indiana 47306  USA    /
(317) 285-8370                /
00wwnewbold@bsuvc.bsu.edu     /
FAX (317) 285-3765            /
///////////////////////////////
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 2 Dec 1994 11:59:59 EST
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Irwin Weiser <va0@MACE.CC.PURDUE.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Breaking the law?
In-Reply-To:  <9412012032.AA04969@mace.cc.purdue.edu>; from "JEANETTE HARRIS"
              at Dec 1, 94 2:22 pm
 
Jeanette--
 
This sounds like nonsense--or at least a serious misunderstanding on
either the lawyer's or your colleague's part.  Unevaluated student
work certainly isn't part of an academic record, so peer review and
group work shouldn't be violating the law.  And if the issue is using
student papers as examples, you can certainly address that by asking
students to sign permission forms allowing their work (with or without
their names, as they choose) to be used for whatever purposes you
need--as examples in other classes, in the preparation of instructors,
etc.
 
 
--
Irwin Weiser
va0@mace.cc.purdue.edu
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 2 Dec 1994 12:42:18 -0600
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Doug Hesse <ddhesse@RS6000.CMP.ILSTU.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Breaking the law?
 
> by requiring students to read
>one another's papers are we forcing them to do something that they
>otherwise wouldn't do? Are we forcing them to say something in such
>a way, a way that would differ if they were not required to write
>publicly, by requiring that pass papers among themselves? I've seen
>situations where writers clam up, lose their voices, their sincerity,
>their honest relationship with their subject when they know that
>someone else in the class will be reading what they write.
 
If we don't regularly have students do writing to be read by others
(produce public discourse rather than private discourse) then I see little
justification for having writing courses at all.  Why should even the
teacher be privileged to read "private" writings, since foreknowledge that
the teacher will read their work will just as surely have students "lose
their voices, their sincerity, their honest relationship with the subject?"
 This is not to say that every draft of every piece ought to be fair game
for scrutiny; few of us write in such a fashion.  And this is not to say
that private writings are not important in all sorts of ways.  But any
composition course that traces its lineage at least partially through
rhetoric must have students producing substantial amounts of public
discourse, and any composition course that would decline rhetoric as having
any bearing at all is one that would baffle me.
 
Doug Hesse        Director of Writing Programs
4240 English Dept., Illinois State U, Normal, IL 61790-4240
ddhesse@ilstu.edu  (voice:  309-438-7596)
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 2 Dec 1994 12:46:07 -0600
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Doug Hesse <ddhesse@RS6000.CMP.ILSTU.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Breaking the law?
 
>Becky,
>Can you tell me more about the Buckley Amendment?  It's a new one on me.
>Bill
>
 
Bill, you might be familiar with the Buckley Amendment, which has been
around 20 years, under the name "Family Educational Rights and Privacy Act
of 1974."  I'll bet Michigan's catalog even has a statement about this.
 
Doug Hesse        Director of Writing Programs
4240 English Dept., Illinois State U, Normal, IL 61790-4240
ddhesse@ilstu.edu  (voice:  309-438-7596)
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 2 Dec 1994 14:16:10 -0500
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Duane Roen <dhroen@MAILBOX.SYR.EDU>
Subject:      Re: wpa tenure guidelines
 
Chris,
I will send you a draft.  If you feel the urge to comment on it, please
feel invited to do so.  Thanks for sharing yours.
Best,
Duane
 
Duane H. Roen
The Writing Program
239 H.B. Crouse Hall
Syracuse University
Syracuse, NY  13244-1160
 
(315) 443-1229 (office)
(315) 443-1220 (fax)
dhroen@mailbox.syr.edu
 
111 Berkeley Drive
Syracuse, NY  13210-3037
(315) 476-6734
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 2 Dec 1994 14:27:07 MST
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Comments:     Converted from PROFS to RFC822 format by PUMP V1.2
From:         Allene Cooper <RENCOOPE@IDBSU.BITNET>
Subject:      Re: wpa tenure guidelines
In-Reply-To:  note of 12/01/94 08:52
 
Chris, I'd really like to preview your chapter.  Would you send it
snail mail?
 
Allene Cooper, Writing Program Director
Boise State University
Boise, ID 83706
(208) 385-3426
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 2 Dec 1994 14:03:22 -0400
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         BHOWARD <BHOWARD@CENTER.COLGATE.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Breaking the law?
 
Bill, I wish I could give details about Buckley, but I'm pretty hazy.  When I
was a graduate student at West Virginia in the late 70s/early 80s, as an
advisor to undergraduates I was enjoined from talking to parents about
students without the students' written permission;  I was prohibited from
public posting of grades or leaving graded papers in public places.  And then
at the end of my grad student days, when I was a doctoral intern to the
academic vp, I heard a great deal about it without ever knowing the concrete
data.  Amendment to what, is one question I can't answer.  Not the US
Constitution!  My partner tells me that it's named for James Buckley, brother
of William F., but he can't remember much beyond that, either.  Sorry to be so
vague!
 
Becky Howard
=========================================================================
Date:         Sat, 3 Dec 1994 07:44:23 -0600
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Irv Peckham <peckham@CWIS.UNOMAHA.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Plagiarism regulations
In-Reply-To:  <01HK61G3MGT4003FT6@crcvms.unl.edu>
 
I like Dennis' question--are they paying for rough drafts, peer
edits, etc., too?  I really have a very difficult time imagining
how _intentional_ plagiarism can be a part of a writing class that
makes the process overt.  What does come up are these other issues:
students not knowing how to speak in (as Dennis very nicely puts
it) our anal retentive community (not blaming us, here: we're just
a larger part of a community that places value on property rights
and profit).  These are all teaching, not moral, issues.  I really
resist the insertion of morality into the question.  I suppose
because I find myself so wonderfully immoral when I subject myself
to serious questioning.
 
I suppose there are, as David say, those instances of BIG TIME
_cheating_, when students buy essays or copy pages or whole
essays.  The latter case is just stupid stuff and it's not too
hard to show them how stupid it is.  Allene's method of the Cloze
test seems like a very good way of doing that, although I've never
had any problem w/ just reading parts aloud and saying, this
isn't your writing (I'm helped here because I don't grade their
essays).  But w/ regard to the paying for someone else's text . . ."
That question seems to belong in other disciplines in which
teacher look only at finished texts.  Now we seem to be getting
into questions that don't have very much to do w/ writing?  Or
am I missing something?
 
Irv
 
Irvin Peckham
University of Nebraska at Omaha
peckham@unomaha.edu
=========================================================================
Date:         Sat, 3 Dec 1994 09:32:49 -0600
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         j l mcclure <jmcclure@BLUE.WEEG.UIOWA.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Breaking the law?
 
Becky Howard writes that the Buckley law prohibits posting student grades
and leaving student papers in a box in the hall.  It is _policy_ at my
school to post student grades, identified only by the last four digits of
their SNNs.  Also, many comp instructors leave students' final portfolios
in boxes in the English Department (not hall) to be picked up (or not).
Are we breaking the law?
 
J.L. McClure
English Department
Kirkwood Community College
Cedar Rapids, IA  52406
jmcclure@blue.weeg.uiowa.edu
=========================================================================
Date:         Sat, 3 Dec 1994 10:20:01 -0600
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         BMMAID@UALR.EDU
Subject:      Re: Breaking the law?
 
WPA-ers
 
I've been finding the discussion on the Buckley Amendment fascinating.  I do
think there may be some issues here that need to be discussed (Jeanette's
original post is not to my mind an unthinkable position given today's
propensity for strange law suits.  Doug's comments on rhetoric are also ones,
I think, we should muse about for they strike to the heart of what we do.)
 
However, the way I understand the law, most of it is very clear (and Becky
touched on some of the points).  Students have a right to privacy concerning
their academic record.  No student's grade (I think there may be a distinction
between grade and work, but I'm not sure) may be given to anyone but that
student without written permission from the student.
 
That means *no* posting grades, unless the identifying number (mark, whatever)
is unique to that class and is known only to the student and the instructor.
Student numbers of any kind may not be used.
 
Likewise, it's all right to leave student papers around for them to pick up
(keeping in mind the potential fire hazard ;-)), as long as no grades appear
on the papers.
 
I do know this is serious stuff.  Student athletes, for example, sign waivers
or their instructors would not be allowed to report academic progress to
coaches and appropriate other staff monitoring academic progress.
 
Like many laws, however, this one is broken often.  However, if someone is
caught, most of it is pretty clear.
 
I wonder, given the interest and confusen, if the Buckley Amendment and its
ramifications shouldn't become a part of WPA training.
 
Barry Maid
bmmaid@ualr.edu
=========================================================================
Date:         Sat, 3 Dec 1994 09:28:00 PST
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         MarkWiley <MWILEY@BEACH1.CSULB.EDU>
Subject:      Masters Programs Again!
 
Sorry to be a pest, but I just need to re-check to be sure.  Right before
Thanksgiving I posted a request for info regarding Masters Programs in
 Rhetoric/Comp.  I received one reply.  Is there anyone else out there who knows
 of
some published work describing such programs?   Even a "No, I don't" would be
informative.   Thanks!
 
P.S. If you wnat to contact me off-line, my e-mail address is mwiley@csulb.edu
 
  --Mark Wiley
=========================================================================
Date:         Sun, 4 Dec 1994 15:39:59 -0700
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         "David E. Schwalm" <IACDES@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Subject:      Re: Breaking the law?
 
The law is designed to ensure that students' academic records are accessible
only to the students, to appropriate officers of the university, and to others
only with the express permission of the student. Posting grades is probably OK
if the roster is scrambled (e.g. a student whose last name is Zyziwicz is not
protected if the list showing last 4 digits of SSNs remains in alphabetical
order). Leaving papers outside of offices is probably a violation (and is also
one of the best sources for "paper mills" to get papers). I have never heard
peer editing cited as a violation, however.
 
-- David E. Schwalm, Vice Provost for Academic Programs
___Arizona State University West
___4701 West Thunderbird Rd.
___Phoenix, AZ 85069-7100___(602) 543-4500__IACDES@ASUACAD
=========================================================================
Date:         Mon, 5 Dec 1994 07:52:06 CST
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Comments:     Converted from PROFS to RFC822 format by PUMP V2.2X
From:         Russ Meyer <MEYERRUS@ESUVM.BITNET>
Subject:      Re: Breaking the law?
In-Reply-To:  note of 12/05/94 07:36
 
To J.L. McClure:  you are, indeed, breaking the law when you post student
grades.  It's been a while since I actually read the law, but as I recall
it indicates that there is _no_ way we can legally post grades, even with
secret ID numbers.  The idea, I understand, is that other students should
not even be permitted to guess at what grades any individual received.
When I was a WPA (at Missouri). I spent quite a bit of time on this issue,
since  we had posted grades for years.  I always told the TAs, though, that I
find it fascinating that we cannot post grades, but students can give
us a postcard and their letter carrier can tell everyone in the world
what they got.
 
Buy the way, I'd be real careful about leaving papers or portfolios out,
too.  Even if they don't have grades on them, the comments are still there,
and those are also protected, I think.
 
Russ Meyer
Chair, Department of English
Emporia State University
=========================================================================
Date:         Mon, 5 Dec 1994 09:55:51 -0500
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Bill Condon <bcondon@UMICH.EDU>
Subject:      Oh, THAT Buckley amendment!
 
Thanks, Doug and Becky--I just wasn't accessing the data base that far
back.  Sounds like what we have here is a failure to, well, not
communicate, exactly, but certainly to understand very clearly what the
Buckley Amendment does.  I wonder--if we all asked our university attorneys
what it required, would we get a different answer on each campus?  And if
so, we could write an article!
Cheers,
Bill
 
 
 
 
Bill Condon, Acting Director                      Phone:  313-764-9961
English Composition Board                         e-mail:  bcondon@umich.edu
1025 Angell Hall                                  FAX:  313-763-0937
University of Michigan 48109
=========================================================================
Date:         Mon, 5 Dec 1994 14:27:04 -0400
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         RBULLOCK@DESIRE.WRIGHT.EDU
Subject:      Re: Breaking the law?
In-Reply-To:  <01HK7CJHBAUQ8Y8KR2@desire.wright.edu>
 
On Sat, 3 Dec 1994, j l mcclure wrote:
 
> Becky Howard writes that the Buckley law prohibits posting student grades
> and leaving student papers in a box in the hall.  It is _policy_ at my
> school to post student grades, identified only by the last four digits of
> their SNNs.  Also, many comp instructors leave students' final portfolios
> in boxes in the English Department (not hall) to be picked up (or not).
> Are we breaking the law?
>
> J.L. McClure
> English Department
> Kirkwood Community College
> Cedar Rapids, IA  52406
> jmcclure@blue.weeg.uiowa.edu
>
J.L,,
I'm not sure about breaking the law, but I've learned the hard way that
leaving those portfolios in boxes creates a huge temptation for students
to "shop" for A portfolios to recycle.  We don't leave any papers out in
the open any more for that reason.
Rich Bullock
Wright State U.
Dayton OH 45435
=========================================================================
Date:         Wed, 7 Dec 1994 11:26:31 -0500
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         "Monique S. Dufour" <msdufour@MAILBOX.SYR.EDU>
 
subscribe wpa-l:Monique Dufour
=========================================================================
Date:         Wed, 7 Dec 1994 11:38:29 -0500
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Ben Reynolds <Ben.Reynolds@JHU.EDU>
Subject:      Summer Jobs with CTY--Announcement
 
Please forward to appropriate lists and individuals.
Apologies for cross-postings (mostly to writing & gifted groups)
 
**The Center for Talented Youth**
**The Johns Hopkins University**
 
invites applications from professionals and undergraduates for about 700
positions available at 11 sites in programs for academically talented
students.  CTY offers programs to students in 7th grade and above and in the
Young Students Program (grades 3 thru 6).  Salaries are competitive.
 
Professional positions:
 
Site Administrators (including Counseling)
Instructors in Mathematics, Sciences, Computer Sciences, Humanities
 
Undergraduate positions:
 
Teaching Assistant
Laboratory Assistant
Office Manager
Residential Advisor
General Assistant
Medical Liaison
Program Assistant (commuter sites only, Balto-Wash metro area)
 
For more information, gopher or telnet to
jhuniverse.hcf.jhu.edu (128.220.2.80)
[or, from U of MN gopher, go to USA, MD, Johns Hopkins University].
URL gopher://jhuniverse.hcf.jhu.edu
Modem to JHUniverse by dialing 410-516-6666 (8-1-N 9600, VT 100 emulation).
 
From the JHUniverse root menu, choose "Search JHUniverse Menu Titles."
Type "Youth" then hit enter to reach CTY's main directory.
Choose "Summer (1995) Job Opportunities with CTY."
 
Phone queries: (410) 516-0187 or 0191.
Ben Reynolds     Ben.Reynolds@JHU.EDU
                 EWT2@JHUnix.hcf.jhu.edu   Voice   (410) 516-0161
Coordinator, Academic Programs             FAX     (410) 516-0804/0200
Center for Talented Youth               The Johns Hopkins University
3400 N. Charles St.                     Baltimore, MD 21218  USA
=========================================================================
Date:         Wed, 7 Dec 1994 14:00:49 EST
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Comments:     <Parser> W: Invalid RFC822 field - "Discourse Conference
              Announcement and call for papers". Rest of header flushed.
Comments:     Resent-From: WAC-L <SULLIVAN@TEMPLEVM>
From:         WAC-L <SULLIVAN@TEMPLEVM.BITNET>
 
----------------------------Original message----------------------------
 
                              ANNOUNCING
 
                      RHETORIC IN THE DISCIPLINES
                       RHETORIC IN THE CLASSROOM
 
   Temple University's 16th Annual Conference on Discourse Analysis
                           April 19-22, 1995
                      Philadelphia, Pennsylvania
 
The English Department, the Department of Rhetoric and
Communication, and the Writing Center at Temple University are
pleased to invite participation in Temple's 16th annual Discourse
Analysis conference.
 
Among those featured at the conference will be:
 
David Bartholomae
Charles Bazerman
Linda Brodkey
John Angus Campbell
Dilip Gaonkar
Kenneth Gergen
Alan Gross
Donald McCloskey
Joyce Irene Middleton
Carolyn Miller
Susan Squier
 
CONFERENCE THEME
 
In some respects, Conference 16 will follow up Temple's 1986
conference on Case Studies in the Rhetoric of the Human Sciences,
which generated The Rhetorical Turn: Invention and Persuasion in
the Conduct of Inquiry (Chicago, 1990) and Rhetoric in the Human
Sciences (Sage, 1989). Once again, it will be about the role of
rhetoric in disciplinary inquiry and advocacy: on rhetoric as an
instrument of research and judgment-making, as well as of
persuasion. However, at Conference 16, we join rhetoric in the
disciplines to rhetoric in the classroom.
 
We invite participation from literary critics and scholars in
speech communication, composition theory, philosophy, law, as
well as the social sciences. This is an opportunity for
theoretical debate among various rhetorical perspectives, and for
the critique of presuppositions common to them.
 
Specifically, we seek to explore and enlarge:
 
(1) linkages between rhetorical perspectives and related
perspectives.  These include critical hermeneutics, social
constructionism, the sociology of scientific knowledge,
poststructuralism and various other postmodernist perspectives,
and science as literature. What can we learn from each other?
 
(2) our accumulated stock of critical case studies.  Case studies
may be historical, ethnographic, or discourse analytic, but
should inform our general understanding of rhetoric in the
disciplines or the classroom. Of particular interest in
historically oriented case studies are evidences of changes in
rhetorical standards and practices. Of particular interest in
ethnographies are studies of disciplinary and classroom
communities. Discourse analytic studies might focus on texts or
exchanges, noting, for example, the ways participants name and
frame issues, make stylistic choices, appeal to communal values,
adapt arguments to ends, audiences, and circumstances.
 
(3) connections between theory and practice.  Here we view the
classroom not only as an arena of application, but also as a
laboratory for the generation and dissemination of both
disciplinary and pedagogical practices.  What are the
consequences of practice for theory? In what respects do teaching
and learning involve theoretical work? What are the effects of
the new technologies on scholarship and pedagogy? What is the
relation between our teaching and our politics?
 
(4) controversies about rhetoric itself within the context of
disciplinary and classroom practices.  For example: on the
entailments of judging our culture "postmodern" (or of rejecting
this identification); on whether logic is rhetorical; on irony's
uses and limitations; on the value of reflexivity in student
writing; on disjunctions between our disciplinary practices and
our classroom practices.
 
CALL FOR PAPERS, ABSTRACTS, AND VITAE
 
The conference will include a limited number of plenary sessions as well as
concurrently held seminars. Some plenary papers will be solicited while
others will be selected from among those submitted to us.
 
The majority of papers will be presented at seminar sessions. Seminars will
be organized by common topics, and include paper-presenters from diverse
fields as well as assorted "kibbitzers." Seminar groups will meet Thursday
afternoon, Friday afternoon, and Saturday morning. All seminarians must
commit to attending at least two of these sessions. Seminar chairs are
responsible for the focus and direction of sessions.
 
A unique feature of this conference will be its use of an Internet "Gopher"
for pre-distribution of plenary papers and seminar papers or abstracts.
All conference participants are encouraged to select papers or abstracts
of interest to them, and to send comments or questions about them  to
their authors and to us via E-mail. Those accepted will be available as of
March 1 for viewing or downloading on the Temple University Writing Center
Gopher.
 
Papers (limit of 6,000 words) or extended Abstracts along with Vitae should
be submitted by no later than February 1, 1995. On the cover page, indicate
your name, address, phone number, fax number, and E-mail address.  We will
inform you of the acceptance/rejection of your paper or abstract as well
as its seminar grouping (or plenary session designation) by March 1.
 
Address materials to:
 
Prof. Frank Sullivan, Director
Writing Center
Weiss Hall
Temple University
Philadelphia, PA 19122
 
Conference Coordinators
Herbert W. Simons (Rhetoric & Communication) Susan Wells (English)
Frank Sullivan (Curriculum, Instruction, and Technology in Education/Writing
Center)
 
Funding from the Department of Rhetoric and Communication, the Vice
Provost for Undergraduate Studies, the Graduate School, the Department
of English, and the Faculty Senate Lectures and Forums Committee.
 
=========================================================================
Date:         Wed, 7 Dec 1994 13:14:38 -0700
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         "David E. Schwalm" <IACDES@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Subject:      Landmark
 
As of today, there are 200 subscribers to WPA-L, a new high. Gald to have you
all aboard.
 
-- David E. Schwalm, Vice Provost for Academic Programs
___Arizona State University West
___4701 West Thunderbird Rd.
___Phoenix, AZ 85069-7100___(602) 543-4500__IACDES@ASUACAD
=========================================================================
Date:         Thu, 8 Dec 1994 16:01:18 -0500
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Duane Roen <dhroen@MAILBOX.SYR.EDU>
Subject:      Christine Hult
 
Christine,
 I searched the Internet for your e-mail address but couldn't find it.
Please let me know what it is.  Thanks.
Duane
dhroen@mailbox.syr.edu
=========================================================================
Date:         Mon, 12 Dec 1994 11:43:20 -0500
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Katy Gottschalk <kkg1@CORNELL.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Buckley amendment
 
At Bill Condon's suggestion, I consulted Cornell's University Counsel
office about the Buckley Amendment.  I've been advised that what follows is
not intended to be a complete summary of the law,and that administrators
should read the statute for themselves and examine their own institution's
policy with regard to access and release of student records before taking
any action in this regard.  In any case, I hope the following statement
will provide useful information:
 
The Buckley Amendment, otherwise known as the Family Educational Rights and
Privacy Act, became the common name of a previously existing law when the
U.S. Congress passed amendments to that law in 1974.  You can find the
complete text of the law in Title 20 of the United States Code at Section
1232g (available in the law library).  Its purpose is to recognize the right of
privacy in student records, and to establish procedures for release of such
records in certain enumerated situations.  The details provided below are
designed to show how the Act applies to Cornell University, as a
post-secondary educational institution.
   Records subject to privacy rights under the Act are loosely described in
Section 1232g(a)(4)(A) as any records maintained by the educational
institution which contain information directly related to a student.
Records which fall outside the provisions of the Act are set forth in
Section 1232g(4)(B) and include such things as instructional materials
prepared and retained by teachers.
   Information about a student including name, address, telephone number,
date and place of birth, major field of study, participation in officially
recognized activities and sports, height and weight if a member of an
athletic team, dates of attendance, degrees and awards received, and the
most recent previous educational agency or institution attended, is classified
under Section 1232g(a)(5)(A) of the Act as "directory information."  Such
information may be released only by giving public notice of the particular
categories of information the institution wishes to publicize, and allowing
a reasonable period of time for objection prior to publication. Section
1232g(a)(5)(B).  An individual who objects can request that any or all of
the categories of information not be publicized without specific prior consent
of that individual.
   With regard to all other information fitting within the Act's definition
of educational records, the information must be held confidential.  A
student may consent to the release of such records using the following
procedure. The student must sign an authorization specifying the records to
be
released,the reason for the release, and to whom the records are to be
released.
Section 1232g(b)(2)(A) and Section 1232g(d).  Limitations on further publication
of the records or information contained therein may be imposed in the
authorization document.
   Records may also be released pursuant to a court order or a lawfully
issued subpoena, provided that the student is notified of such order or
subpoena in advance of the release of records by the educational
institution. Section 1232g(b)(2)(B) and Section 1232g(d). (The purpose of
the notice is to give the student an opportunity to object to release
before it occurs -- must present objections to the court presiding over the
case for determination of whether privacy interest of the student outweighs
the need for disclosure expressed in the court order or subpoena.)
   There are some exceptions to the consent/release procedures set forth
above.  Under Section 1232g(b)(3), authorized representatives of certain
entities may have access to educational records for purposes of auditing a
federally funded program or reviewing federal legal requirements relating to
a federally funded program.
   Failure to adhere to the provisions of the Act will negatively affect the
educational institution's federal funding.  Indeed, violations of the
consent/release provisions may result in termination of federal funding for
an existing program or declaration of ineligibility for federal funding for
a new program.
   At Cornell, the Office of University Counselhe Office of University
Counsel handles court orders and subpoenaes. Other branches of the
University deal with other aspects of publication such as the directory
information categories.
 
________________________________________________
 
Katherine K. Gottschalk
Director, Freshman Writing Seminars
John S.Knight Writing Program
Cornell University
607-255-4061; kkg1@cornell.edu
=========================================================================
Date:         Mon, 12 Dec 1994 15:50:15 -0500
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Bill Condon <bcondon@UMICH.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Buckley amendment
 
Wow, Katherine!  Thanks for that long and helpful note.  I'm in the process
of checking to determine whether any of our postings of placement results,
etc, are in violation of the amendment, now that I know about it.
Probably, if several of us do what Katherine has done--find out, from the
"proper authority" how the amendment is understood to affect institutional
practices on our own campuses--we can get a collective sense of how it
works and of what we do and don't have to worry about.
 
Bill
 
 
 
 
Bill Condon, Director                        Phone:  313-764-9961
English Composition Board                    e-mail:  bcondon@umich.edu
1025 Angell Hall                             FAX:  313-763-0937
University of Michigan 48109
=========================================================================
Date:         Tue, 13 Dec 1994 13:05:06 CST
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         RNS27937 <EDODSON@TULSA.BITNET>
Subject:      unsubscribe
 
please sign off wpa-l.
I apologize if I am sending to the wrong address.  The listserve I had did
not accept my e-mail.
EDODSON@TULSA.BITNET
<EDODSON@TULSA.BITNET>
=========================================================================
Date:         Wed, 14 Dec 1994 08:08:02 -1000
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         James Shimabukuro <jamess@UHUNIX.UHCC.HAWAII.EDU>
Subject:      TCC-L: Temporarily Down
In-Reply-To:  <9411150155.AA13185@uhunix.uhcc.Hawaii.Edu>
 
ANNOUNCEMENT
 
Teaching in the Community Colleges (TCC-L) Is Temporarily Down
 
This is the message that I rec'd from the U of Hawaii computing center:
 
        . . . due to
        a breakdown in the cooling system for the IBM mainframe . . .
        certain devices needed to be temporarily turned off until
        the air conditioning is fixed. Seems that mail is one of
        those things affected. It should be fixed soon.
 
If your messages have been bouncing or if you haven't been receiving
messages from TCC-L, this is the reason. Hopefully, we'll be "turned on"
soon.
 
In the meantime, you can contact me, Jim Shimabukuro, at
 
            JamesS@UHunix.UHcc.Hawaii.edu
=========================================================================
Date:         Wed, 14 Dec 1994 23:37:39 -0500
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Eric Crump <cccc95@SHOWME.MISSOURI.EDU>
Subject:      CCCC95 Online: call for information
 
[Please repost in appropriate places.]
 
* * * * * * * * *
CCCC95 Online --*-->
* * * * * * * * *
 
Members of CCCC committees/task forces/SIGS and other associated groups:
 
Here's a chance to publicize the work your group is doing. Do you have
committee reports, charges, drafts of position statements, resolutions,
plans, goals, requests for information & feedback, etc. that you would like
to share with the general CCCC membership (or at least those who are
online)?
 
This year, you can make such documents available on the Internet via CCCC95,
the on-line conference running in conjunction with the on-site conference in
Washington.
 
Making appropriate texts available on the Internet might help accomplish
several things:
 
--> Better inform members about the activities and directions committees
    and task forces are engaged in by making information about committee work
    more accessible.
 
--> Increase the chances of finding productive connections between
    various working groups, which might benefit from inter-committee
    cooperation.
 
--> Create new opportunities for receiving feedback and fresh ideas about
    a committee's work from members, perhaps helping the organizations
    committees become even more responsive to the needs of members.
 
CCCC95 Online has three methods of making information available: gopher,
World Wide Web, and Listserv filelists. Announcements about what's
available at these sites will be made to a number of electronic mailing
lists that are frequented by CCCC members.
 
If you want to see an example, the Writing Assessment Position Statement,
submitted by Kathleen Yancey, is now available via WWW at:
 
  http://www.missouri.edu/~cccc95/assessment.html
 
and will soon be available via gopher at:
 
ncte.clemson.edu
and
daedalus.com
 
How to submit texts:
 
The best way to provide texts you would like to see made available is to
send them via email to cccc95@showme.missouri.edu or use anonymous ftp
and put them in the /contrib directory at showme.missouri.edu (then send
a note to cccc95@showme.missouri.edu to let us know they have been put on
the ftp server).
 
Alternately, you can send texts on 3.5 inch floppy disks to:
 
  Eric Crump
  Learning Center
  231 Arts & Science
  University of Missouri
  Columbia, MO 65211
 
Please save the documents in text (ASCII) format, or in the normal format
of a common word processor like Microsoft Word, WordPerfect, or WriteNow.
 
We'll also accept printed copies mailed to the above address.
 
If you have any questions, please contact Eric Crump at
cccc95@showme.missouri.edu or 314-882-3148.
 
I hope folks will take advantage of this opportunity and help us create a
valuable collection of CCCC texts.
 
--Eric
=========================================================================
Date:         Wed, 14 Dec 1994 23:37:49 -0500
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Eric Crump <cccc95@SHOWME.MISSOURI.EDU>
Subject:      CCCC95 Online: Call for Abstracts
 
[Please repost in appropriate spots]
 
* * * * * * * * *
CCCC95 0nline --*-->
* * * * * * * * *
 
Everyone who has been invited to present at CCCC in March:
 
CCCC Online is an opportunity for you to share your ideas and research
with a much wider audience than the convention typically provides. Space
has been reserved on the World Wide Web, gopher, and Listserv filelists
to make available descriptions of CCCC presentations. Anyone (of the
millions of Internet users) who has an interest in writing and
rhetoric will potentially be able to peruse CCCC95 texts.
 
The advantages of this project include:
 
--> Greater access to the conversations and concerns of the field for
    people who traditionally cannot attend the convention, especially
    graduate and undergraduate students who are interested in pursuing
    composition studies. (Students these days are much more likely to have
    access to the Internet than to travel funds.)
 
--> Access to a greater amount of the convention's content by people who
    *will* attend the event in Washington. Scheduling conflicts always
    prevent people from attending all the sessions they are interested in,
    but the CCCC Online collection of texts will allow them to get a
    glimpse (at least) of the sessions they are unable to attend.
 
--> A more complete archive of the convention. Printed proceedings are
    not published, so most of us have only the program as a
    skeletal record of the event.
 
--> Presenters may receive valuable responses before or after the
    convention from readers who discover the online representation of their
    work.
 
The framework for this service has been created, but the content
is up to the presenters. We invite everyone to submit some representation
of their work for inclusion in the online collection of texts.
 
This 'representation' could be in the form of an abstract (possibly based
on the text of the proposal submitted earlier for review--or completely new
version) or a presentation summary--that is, in cases where the
presentation does not consist of a paper to be read, the basic ideas and
points to be discussed could be briefly outlined.
 
For many presenters, ideas continue to develop during the months prior to
the convention. But it's perfectly appropriate for these online abstracts
to be exploratory texts, snapshots taken during the process rather than
polished, finished documents. In fact, presenters are welcome to submit new
versions as they wish. The abstracts in the collection can be continually
revised.
 
Readers will benefit if presenters opt for explicitness (even if tentative)
whenever possible when describing and explaining the content of a
presentation, keeping in mind that most people will see only the textual
version of the presentation.
 
[Note: Sessions that were proposed as panels or forums should probably
include the overview that ties the individual contributions together.]
 
Introductory material will attempt to account for the nature of this
medium, including
 
--> A notice asking readers not to quote from the collection without
    first getting explicit permission from authors of the texts.
 
--> An attempt to qualify the state of ideas and research as represented
    online, noting that things might likely change by the time the
    presentation takes place and the shape of the on-site presentation could
    depart from the online version in unpredictable ways.
 
--> Advice about how to pursue discussion of issues raised in the online
    texts, with direction to presenters and appropriate online forums.
 
How to submit texts:
 
The best way to provide texts you would like to see made available is to
send them via email to cccc95@showme.missouri.edu or use anonymous ftp
and put them in the /contrib directory at showme.missouri.edu (then send
a note to cccc95@showme.missouri.edu to let us know they have been put on
the ftp server).
 
Alternately, you can send texts on 3.5 inch floppy disks to:
 
  Eric Crump
  Learning Center
  231 Arts & Science
  University of Missouri
  Columbia, MO 65211
 
Please save the documents in text (ASCII) format, or in the normal format
of a common word processor like Microsoft Word, WordPerfect, or WriteNow.
 
We'll also accept printed copies mailed to the above address.
 
If you have any questions, please contact Eric Crump at
cccc95@showme.missouri.edu or 314-882-3148.
 
I hope many of you will take advantage of this opportunity and help us
create a valuable collection of CCCC texts.
 
--Eric Crump
=========================================================================
Date:         Tue, 20 Dec 1994 07:34:14 -0500
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Joel Nydahl <NK_NYDAHL@APOLLO.COMMNET.EDU>
Subject:      Help with Leraning Skills Center?
 
My community-technical college has begun planning a Learning Skills Center
that will house several support programs in writing, math, content tutoring,
and general student assistance.  In addition to discrete areas for one-on-one
meetings, it will also have one or two small classrooms.
 
We don't want to reinvent the wheel; neither do we want to design something
that hasn't worked well somewhere else.  We are wondering if there are any
institutions that have a facility that we could visit or if any could send
us general plans, information, or advice.  Frankly, we're having trouble
visualizing optimum sizes or configurations for the areas.
 
Also, does anyone know of articles or books that deal with this matter?
 
Thank you.
 
Joel Nydahl
Writing Coordinator
Norwalk Community-Technical College
Norwalk, CT 06854
 
Tel: (203) 857-7335
FAX: (203) 857-7297
=========================================================================
Date:         Thu, 22 Dec 1994 00:14:53 -0400
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         "Dr. Bob Holderer" <RHOLDERER@VAX.EDINBORO.EDU>
Subject:      Subscription
 
Can anyone tell me how to subscribe to the list?
 
Thank you.
 
Bob Holderer
Edinboro University of Pennsylvania
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 23 Dec 1994 14:26:25 -0500
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Bill Condon <bcondon@UMICH.EDU>
Subject:      Job Ad
 
>The following ad has appeared widely, but if folks here have not seen it,
>or haven't taken note, this message can serve as a reminder.  This is a
>GOOD JOB, if I do say so myself!
>
>Please forward to interested parties and/or other lists.  Apologies to
>those who get this more than once.
>
>Bill
>
>
>UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN.  The English Composition Board, a college-wide
>interdisciplinary writing program, has an opening for a three-year
>renewable Lecturer, beginning in the Fall of 1995.  Ph.D. required.  We are
>looking for someone with the ability to enhance our already established and
>successful Jr./Sr. Writing Program.  Such a candidate could have a degree
>in any of several fields of inquiry, so long as the work demonstrates a
>commitment to undergraduate education and writing, and the applicant has
>had experience teaching first-year students.  We would especially like
>someone with a developed interest in sociology of knowledge, in literacy,
>rhetoric or history of science, or inter-disciplinary studies, and an
>interest in multi-cultural issues.  Interest in literacies in addition to
>alphabetic literacy--speech or film, for instance--would also be
>attractive, as would an interest in feminist and multi-cultural issues, and
>experience with WAC/WID.
>
>The person holding this position will work closely with TAs and professors
>in other disciplines to develop curriculum, pedagogy, and evaluation
>criteria that grow out of the unique intellectual characteristics of each
>discipline.  In addition, this person would serve as a liaison among
>disciplines and would train TAs.  Applicants should possess team-building
>and facilitating skills and experience in leading specialists in
>disciplines other than composition to choose innovative approaches to
>knowledge building, discipline-specific literacies, and performance-based
>evaluation.
>
>Applications should be sent by January 10, 1995 and directed to Dr. William
>Condon, Director, English Composition Board, University of Michigan, 1025
>Angell Hall, Ann Arbor, Michigan 48109-1003.  Please send a curriculum
>vitae, three letters of reference and a writing sample.  The University of
>Michigan is an Equal Opportunity/Affirmative Action employer.
>
>
>
>
>Bill Condon, Director                        Phone:  313-764-9961
>English Composition Board                    e-mail:  bcondon@umich.edu
>1025 Angell Hall                             FAX:  313-763-0937
>University of Michigan 48109
=========================================================================
Date:         Thu, 29 Dec 1994 15:24:10 -0500
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Robert J Connors <robert.connors@UNH.EDU>
Subject:      Re: Job Ad
In-Reply-To:  <199412231933.AA29646@unh.edu>
 
Bill, I have long admired the ECB and its work--and your work with
it--so please regard the following question in the light of that
admiration; I do not mean to sound like I'm criticizing you.  But as I
read over your job ad, I was struck by the high criteria you were
expecting candidates to meet for what *sounds* like a standard
non-tenured instructorship.  A PhD in rhetoric or comp, experience in
WAC-oriented work, ability to work with professors around the
university--all of those sound like attributes worthy of a tenure-track
job.  I don't know how much ECB work pays, but are you able to attract
good WAC-oriented PhDed people for instructor's salaries?  Who applies?
Are your applicants mostly literature folks, or has the job market
tightened up so fast that you're now getting comp PhDs?
 
Again, please don't misread my questions as criticism--I know what
constraints WPAs work under.  But I've always perceived the Michigan ECB
as a flagship program, and I was wondering what the possibilities are
for turning the program into a department with regular faculty, what your
thoughts are on the chance for that over the medium term.  If you could
do it, we'd all have a great exemplar to point to.  Is there any chance,
or do WAC specialists remain forever laborers in the vineyard?
 
Now that I've laid this huge trip on you (O the perils of flagshippery!),
Happy New Year!
 
Best, Bob Connors
=========================================================================
Date:         Fri, 30 Dec 1994 13:02:20 -0500
Reply-To:     Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
Sender:       Writing Program Administration <WPA-L@ASUACAD.BITNET>
From:         Eric Crump <cccc95@SHOWME.MISSOURI.EDU>
Subject:      CCCC95 Online early birds
 
Session abstracts have started coming in for CCCC95 Online. If anyone wants
to check out what's there, point web browsers at:
 
  http://www.missouri.edu/~cccc95/online-intro.html
 
for the homepage, or
 
  http://www.missouri.edu/~cccc95/abstracts/abstracts.html
 
to go directly to the abstracts directory.
 
Here's a copy of the abstracts directory page as of 12/30. Please send
more! Email stuff to cccc95@showme.missouri.edu.
 
Thanks!
 
--Eric Crump
=-=-=-=-=-=-=
Glimmers and glances:
CCCC95 presentation abstracts
 
Presenters have voluntarily offered brief representations of the ideas and
research they'll be sharing during sessions at the convention. These brief
glances, though, may provide a much broader view of the convention content
that is typically afforded CCCC members. We hope readers will not only
peruse this collection but will take time to reciprocate by sending
comments and questions to presenters.
 
Rights and Permissions:
All rights to texts included in CCCC95 Online reside with the author(s).
Please do not quote from a text without first getting explicit permission
from the author(s). Email addresses are provided whenever possible. Thank
you.
 
Johndan Johnson-Eilola
  Little Machines: Rearticulating Hypertext Users
 
Jim Porter
  Ethical Literacy
 
Jim Crosswhite
  Reflections on Portfolio Asessment: The Politics of Reflection
 
Stephen A. Bernhardt, Dickie Selfe, Ralph F. Calistro, Elwin N. McKellar,
and Patricia Sullivan:
  Implications of Internet Communication Systems for Professional
  Technical Communicators   and TC Educators
 
Davida Charney, John Newman, and Mike Palmquist
  "I'm Just No Good at Writing": Epistemological Style and Attitudes
  Toward Writing
 
Brad Mehlenbacher
  Mosaic and MUD: Teaching and Learning in the Virtual Classroom
 
Locke Carter, Judi Kirkpatrick, Becky Rickly
  Virtual Construction Sites: Building Learning Spaces on the Internet
 
Lita Kurth
  Workshop: Working Together; community and collaboration
 
(more soon!)
